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tion, it also clearly demonstrates that
these are Marshallese writers embed-
ded within the culture about which
they write. 

This book is recommended for a
wide range of audiences. A cover-to-
cover reading is recommended for
expatriate consultants, teachers,
health-care workers, and others
preparing to work in the Marshall
Islands. The insights and perspectives
are local, current, both urban and
rural, reflect the views of men and
women, cover a diverse range of
topics, and therefore offer a glimpse
of the psyche of Marshallese men and
women. The narratives are firsthand
accounts of how some people lived,
how historical relationships developed
and are maintained over time, and
how life has been impacted, for good
or bad, by continuing outside influ-
ences. For high-school students, espe-
cially Marshallese students, the book
could serve as a supplementary read-
ing on such topics as cultural and
customary expectations, practices,
and values; social and economic
changes and challenges; and political
development. Finally, the book makes
a valuable contribution to the small
but growing number of works written
about the Pacific Islands by Pacific
Islanders themselves and thus should
have broad appeal to all students of
the region.

hilda heine
Pacific Resources for Education 
and Learning, Honolulu

julianne walsh kroeker
Small Islands Networks, 
Honolulu
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Historiographie de la Nouvelle-
Calédonie, by Frédéric Angleviel.
Paris: Publibook, 2003. isbn
9-782748-302899; 362 pages, 
tables, figures, notes. €28.50. 

Frédéric Angleviel, a professor of
contemporary history at the Univer-
sity of New Caledonia, is part of a
generation of local historians who
have worked to improve scholarly
research and pedagogical materials in
their country since the Matignon and
Noumea peace accords of 1988 and
1998. Others include Ismet Kurtovitch
(politics 1940–1953), Louis-José Bar-
bançon (penal colony), Sylvette Boyer
(World War I and 1917 Kanak revolt),
and Christiane Terrier (free coloniza-
tion). Angleviel’s timely study of the
historiography of his country is a use-
ful overview based on four years of
gathering and analyzing more than
2,250 references. He also wrote a
companion book for teachers, Les
fondements de l’histoire de la Nou-
velle-Calédonie: Définition, périodisa-
tion, sources, published in Noumea
by the Centre de Documentation
Pédagogique in 2003.

Given the multiethnic complexity
of New Caledonia and the ongoing
hegemony of France over an autono-
mous country, Angleviel’s task was a
daunting one, and some other scholars
in this small society resent the way
they are represented. Angleviel aspires
to be “as neutral as possible” (6), but
he does express his own opinions
about methodology and politics. For
example, he argues that his generation
of university-trained historians seeks
to transcend the dichotomy between
orality (or artifacts) and written texts
as evidence. He regards oral tradition
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as an important source of informa-
tion, along with archaeology, about
prehistory, but because oral traditions
are selective and increasingly trun-
cated over time, written history can
better “traverse the ages” (14). He
chooses not to use the invariable
spelling of Kanak which, as a self-
identified “caldoche” (French settler)
member of the largest loyalist party,
he sees as pro-independence (despite
its use in the Noumea Accord), so he
adds French feminine or plural suf-
fixes, which he explains in Fonde-
ments (2, note 3) as “more consensual
in the long term.” He also prefers the
French historical style over that of
“Anglo-Saxons,” who he says write
studies narrowly limited in scope by
their Islander-oriented focus on oral
traditions and ethnography (which he
attributes to the relative “newness”
of countries like Australia or the
United States [251]); begin with their
conclusions; jump into detailed narra-
tion in endless chapters “like English
gardens”; and ignore the classic Car-
tesian structure of an opening prob-
lematic followed by two or three main
parts as established by “our elders,”
each containing a “sacrosanct balance
in two or three subdivisions of equal
length” (254). He praises Bronwen
Douglas and Alice Bullard for their
theoretical contributions on New
Caledonia, but he also sees much
“Anglo-Saxon” writing on the terri-
tory as hypocritical because it often
fails to situate the wrongs of French
colonialism within the larger context
of European (including Anglophone)
settler expansion in the Pacific region
and elsewhere (139).

True to his format, Angleviel’s first
part examines the motley corpus of

historical writing on New Caledonia,
from accounts by mariners, mission-
aries, and administrators (whose
Eurocentric errors he criticizes while
presenting a few countervailing voices
such as that of Louise Michel, the
Communard author); through the
early “creole” writings by local settlers
who tended to criticize the indigenous
Kanak with whom they were in com-
petition for land and legitimacy and
to favor convict colonization as a
source of cheap labor; to the rise of
“scientific” (scholarly) historical
research after World War II, at first
by metropolitan ethnographers
(Maurice Leenhardt, Jean Guiart,
Alban Bensa), geographers (François
and Jean-Pierre Doumenge, Alain
Saussol, Jean-Claude Roux), histori-
ans ( Joël Dauphiné, Isabelle Merle),
and “Anglo-Saxons” like Dorothy
Shineberg, Kerry Howe, Robert
Aldrich, John Connell, and Stephen
Henningham—whose book Angleviel
says “militated for independence”
(134). He even mentions me kindly
(258). 

The first local historical “school”
was that founded by Leenhardt in
1938, the reformist Société des Études
Melanesiennes, and the second was
that founded by Bernard Brou in
1968, the rather pro-colonial Société
des Études Historiques de la Nou-
velle-Calédonie (sehnc). While the
former had a progressive vision of
Kanak and settlers working toward
a common future, the latter’s self-
taught writers (autodidactes) tended
to glorify the achievements of explor-
ers and pioneers and became, espe-
cially during the confrontational
1980s, anti-independence. Angleviel
says the sehnc has entered a new
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phase since 2000 as more profession-
ally trained historians work in a new
consensual political context toward a
common destiny. But both European
Caledonians and Kanak need to over-
come their past reluctance to trust the
academic medium of history, at least
as practiced by metropolitan or for-
eign university researchers, whom
they regarded as too unfamiliar with
the terrain: “In effect, the Caldoches,
including tropicalized metropolitans
[such as Brou], considered themselves
alone to be able to understand the
Kanaks, which was no doubt a com-
pletely erroneous analysis” (170). Yet
even among Caldoches, the custom of
le non-dit (the unspoken) long inhib-
ited scholarly investigations of such
contentious issues as Melanesian
indigeneity (as opposed to Lapita
potters), depopulation after European
contact, convict vs free migrant
origins, land alienations and Kanak
revolts, the violent 1980s, and so on.
As for Kanak interest in Western-style
written history, Angleviel says, “It is
legitimate to speak today of a confis-
cated voice” (200), because despite an
increase in Kanak university students,
many still seek degrees in geography,
sociology, law, or economics rather
than in academic history. Ultimately,
“A deeper study of the history of
[these two] mentalities remains to be
undertaken” (200). 

Ironically, Angleviel writes, it was
precisely the shock of the Kanak–
Caldoche confrontations of the 1980s
that opened the door to the liberaliza-
tion of speech and, consequently,
more professional historical research
and writing (228). In his second part,
he begins with the development of the
French Pacific University in Papeete
and Noumea after the Matignon

Accords of 1988, which after the
Noumea Accord of 1998 divided in
two, producing the University of New
Caledonia, with an interdisciplinary
doctoral program encouraged by Paul
de Deckker. He traces new develop-
ments in Leenhardt’s postwar Société
des Océanistes (and its journal) and
the sehnc, trends in publications,
emerging local publishers and associa-
tions, and the rise of his generation of
diverse local historians with doctor-
ates who are now attempting to write
what amounts to a kind of “national”
history of Calédo-Kanaky (or Kanaky
New Caledonia, as some prefer). In
the last twenty pages, he contrasts
Caldoche and Kanak perceptions of
history, arguing that “the Melanesian
is above all interested in the history of
his clan” (322), using it to legitimize
oral tradition and situate his group in
relation to others, whereas descen-
dents of colonial settlers tend to privi-
lege their role as modernizers, while
other minorities such as Asians or
Polynesians focus mainly on their
own communities. Angleviel hopes
that the quest for a common destiny
proposed by the Noumea Accord will
encourage studies that go beyond
communal identity politics, as evi-
denced by new interest (mainly among
non-Kanak) in métissage (intermar-
riage, cultural hybridity). Perhaps
reciprocal recognition, at last, can
overcome the lingering fact that
“insularity, demographic weakness
and isolation burden historical studies
[in New Caledonia], favoring le 
non-dit . . .” (351). 

david chappell
University of Hawai‘i, Mänoa
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